e original commitment to recognition of the State's duty to protect the rights of the child before as well as after birth was made in the is language of "authorising medical abortion" of "the foetus" is incompatible with the language of all previous UN human rights instruments in which it was understood that "legal protection" was to be provided for the child "before as well as after birth". To exclude the child before birth from the protection of human rights law is to return to Nazi concepts condemned by the international community at Nuremberg: "…protection of the law was denied to the unborn children…"  Abortion language incompatible with African values e abortion language of the Women's Protocol is incompatible also with the language of African values, and in particular with the language of the African Charter on Human and Peoples' Rights () which upholds the human rights of the mother and the child. A specific commitment is made to "the rights of the woman and the child": e State shall ensure the elimination of every discrimination against women and also ensure the protection of the rights of the woman and the child as stipulated in international declarations and conventions. [Article ()] In the Preamble to the Women's Protocol, it is legally questionable and morally indefensible to have distorted Article  of the African Charter by removing the significant words "and the child" from the original text:
Further considering that Article  of the African Charter of Human and Peoples' Rights calls on all States Parties to eliminate every discrimination against women and to ensure  Nuremberg Trials Record: " e RuSHA Case", March , Volume IV, p. . Available at: http://www.mazal.org/archive/nmt/a/NMT-T.htm.
